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cates that there wan only one such. Heath, indeed, mentions a first and
a second declaration; but his first is the recognised document, and his
second is expressly indicated as the declaration to the gentlemen of Caith-
ness, 14 Apr. 1G50. Heath follows verbatim the ' Montrose Bedivivus,' a
strictly contemporary authority.

Mr. Gardiner deems the pretended declaration to be just such a docu-
ment as a Londoner in the interests of the Commonwealth would be likely
to forge, with the object of dispelling the idea that the proclamation of
Charles II at Edinburgh concerned Scotland only.

Those who read it [he says] would carry away with them the belief that
Montrose regarded his intended cruelties in Scotland as the stepping-stone to
further cruelties in England. Such a forger would be quite ignorant that
Montrose was not anywhere near Copenhagen on July 9.

It would be interesting to get on the tracks of this forger. Have we found
him in the spy of' A Brief Relation ' ? In March 1650 he—the spy—
is reprinting Montrose's true declaration, together with the replies of the
assembly and the estates
for the wiping of their drowsie eyes, who not yet very well awake, have dreamt
that the Prince, lately at Jersey, and now on his journey to Breda, Bhould have
so mighty a party in Scotland, to assert his pretensions to England as it might
be their prudence to goe on that side as the strongest, and to contribute to the
carrying on of that as the prevailing interest.*

It may be thought that we have spent too much time over this fiction,
but a document presented to students by the Scottish History Society, under
the editorship of one so justly esteemed as Dr. Mitchell, comes with an
authority that demands serious criticism. In the interests of historical
truth we trust Dr. Mitchell and the council of the society may be induced
to acknowledge in some way the mistake that has been made.

ALEXANDER D. MURDOCH.

English Army Lists and Commission Registers. Edited by CHARLES
DALTON. Vol. I., 1GG1-1G85 ; Vol. II., 1685-1G89. (London : Eyre
& Spottiswoode. 1802,1894.)

THIS is a work of great value for military historians and biographers.
The first official army list was published in 1740. Before that, with the
exception of a list published by an enterprising editor, one Nathan
Brooks, in 1084, authentic information on the career of English officers had
to be sought for in a miscellaneous collection of manuscript commission
registers. In his preface (p. xi) Mr. Dalton gives an account of the
manuscripts from which he has compiled his volume. His sources are the
Domestic State Papers at the record office, not the archives of the war
office, which are on this point singularly defective. The editor's work has
been very carefully done ; there is a good index to each volume, and to the
tables showing the date of the commissions of different officers he has
added brief but very useful biographical notes on the officers concerned.
The book will be of great use to biographers and family historians, as well

* Charles II and Scotland, p. 17 (Scott. Hut. Society), where also Bee note with
mistaken reference to the false declaration. The volume gives evidence of much
printing activity on the port of the spy.
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as to military writers. Moreover, as Mr. Dalton points out (i., p. six), a
considerable number of naval officers of the period began their career in
the army. Some men of letters did the same, and the commissions of
Otway and Wycherley are amongst those calendared in vol. i. A
certain number of officers who had served the Commonwealth and the
Protector reappear in the army lists of Charles II's reign—more than
Mr. Dalton's notes show. For instance, in the list of the troops of horea
at Tangier appears the name of Colonel Sir John Bridge (i. 42). This
officer, whose real name was Sir Tobias Bridge, was a captain of dragoons
in the new model army, and had commanded a regiment of horse during
the Protectorate. Roger Alsop, lieutenant-colonel of another of the
regiments at Tangier, mentioned in the preceding pages, commanded a
regiment in Cromwell's army in Flanders, and had been marshal-general
of the army. It should be added that the preface to Mr. Dalton's
second volume collects a good deal of interesting information on the
history of the army during the reign of James II. C. H. FIRTH.

Calendar of State Papers : Colonial, America and West Indies,
1G77-1680. (London: H.M. Stationery Office. 189G.)

THIS volume is the work partly of the late Mr. Noel Sainsbury, the compiler
of previous volumes of the series, whose death early in 1895 deprived
the Record Office and students of English colonial history of services
long known and long valued, partly of his successor, Mr. Fortescue, who
has made a study of colonial problems and gained personal experience
ot some of the British colonies at the present day. This additional
qualification for his present employment may be traced in his well-
written preface.

The period of history with which the volume deals is four years
of Charles II's reign, years without actual war but of uncomfortable
peace, when England was ill prepared for hostilities which were con-
stantly threatened. It was a time when the national finances were at a
low ebb, and when the defence of the colonies, as shown notably in the
correspondence relating to the Leeward Islands, suffered in consequence.
But it was also a time, as Mr. Fortescue points out, when some syste-
matic attention was paid to the British colonial possessions by the Board
of Trade and Plantations, and when some wrongs at any rate were at
least partially redressed. It was the beginning of an age when chartered
companies and lords proprietors were not to play so leading a part as in
the years gone by, and when, for good or evil, state interference was to be
more pronounced than it had hitherto been.

The colonies to which the entries refer are Newfoundland, the North
American colonies, the Bermudas, and the West Indian islands; and the
space filled by the references to the West Indies is evidence of the value
which was attached to them in the early times of the British colonial
empire.

Of all British colonies Newfoundland has perhaps suffered most from
conflicting interests. It was difficult enough to keep the island from
becoming a French possession ; and, as it lay over against the entrance
to New France, its retention by England was of vital importance. Yet
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